
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



1922. ] DIGEST OF RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 211 

where the evidence was conflicting, a finding of fact by a jury will not 
be disturbed on appeal. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 1 Va.-W. Va, Enc. Dig. 614.] 

Error to Circuit Court, Halifax County. 

Houston M. Evans was convicted of the manufacture and sale 
of ardent spirits, and he brings error. Affirmed. 

McKinney & Settle, of South Boston, for plaintiff in error. 

John R. Saunders, Atty. Gen., J. D. Hank, Jr., Asst. Atty. 
Gen., and Leon M. Basile, Second Asst. Atty. Gen.) for the Com- 
monwealth. 



THENT v. COMMONWEALTH. 
March 16, 1922. 
[Ill S. E. 113.] 

1. Larceny (§ SS*) — Evidence Sufficient to Support Conviction*— 

On trial for larceny of a diamond ring intrusted to defendant and 
claimed by him to have been lost while he was intoxicated; evidence 
held sufficient to make a case for the jury and support a verdict of 
guilty. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 9 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 230.] 

2. Criminal Law (§ 1159 (3)*) — Verdict on Conflicting Evidence 
Not Disturbed When Evidence Sufficient, if Believed, to Support It. 
— Though the testimony is conflicting and not altogether satisfying 
as it appears in print, where the evidence to support the common- 
wealth's theory is sufficient, if believed, to warrant the verdict, the 
credibility of the witnesses and the weight of the testimony is for 
the jury, and an appellate court is not warranted in interfering with 
their finding. 

[Ed. Note. — For- other cases, see 1 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 644.] 

3. Embezzlement (§ 48 (1)*) — Modified Instruction as to Con- 
cealment of Ring, Lost While Intoxicated and Subsequently Found, 
Not Erroneous. — Under Code 1919, § 4451, relative to the embezzle- 
ment of property lawfully coming into one's possession, the modifica- 
tion of an instruction as to loss of a diamond ring while intoxicated 
by adding that, if defendant, after regaining consciousness, discovered 
the ring and concealed or aided and abetted another to conceal it 
with intent to deprive the owner thereof, he would be guilty of 
larceny, was not erroneous. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 7 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 701.] 

4. Criminal Law (§ 806 (1)*) — Instructions Similar to Instructions 
Given on Defendant's Motion Not Subject to Criticism. — An instruc- 

*For other cases see same topic and KEY-NUMBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 
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tion, which simply repeated in substance part of similar instructions 
given on defendant's motion, was not subject to criticism. 

[Ed. Note.— For other cases, see 7 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 742.] 

Error to Corporation Court of Roanoke. 

C. E. Trent was convicted of grand larceny, and he brings 
error. Affirmed. 

Hairston & Hopkins and Hoge & Darnall, all of Roanoke, for 
plaintiff in error. 

John R. Saunders, Atty. Gen., J. D. Hank, Jr., Asst. Atty. 
Gen., and Leon M. Bazile, Second Asst. Atty. Gen., for the Com- 
monwealth. 



DICKERSON v. COMMONWEALTH. 
March 16, 19S2. 
[Ill S. E. 115.] 

Criminal Law (§ 720 (9)*) — Statement of Commonwealth's At- 
torney in Murder Case Held Unsupported by Evidence. — In a prose- 
cution for murder, a statement of the prosecuting attorney that de- 
ceased was killed at a certain point and was carried by accused to the 
place where his body was found, after having put on another person's 
shoes, held unsupported by evidence. 

lEd. Note. — For other cases, see 4 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 70.] 

Error to Circuit Court, Halifax County. 

M. B. Booker, of Halifax, for plaintiff in error. 

John R. Saunders, Atty. Gen., and /. D. Hank, Jr., Asst. Atty. 
Gen., for the Commonwealth. 



RENNOLDS v. AVERY. 
March 16, 1922. 
[Ill S. E. 123.] 

1. Sales (§ 180 (4)*)— Partial Acceptance Not Based on Satisfac- 
tion with Quality Does Not Imply Agreement to Accept — Where the 
buyer accepts a portion of the goods delivered for a reason which is 
not inconsistent with a subsequent refusal to accept the balance of 
the goods, which were of the same quality as those accepted, because 
of their quality, such partial acceptance does not raise an implied 
acceptance of all of the goods. 

[Ed. Note.— For other cases, see 12 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 38.] 

2. Sales (§ 182 (4)*)— Evidence Held to Raise Question for Jury 
whether Partial Acceptance Was Implied Agreement to Accept.. — 
Testimony by the buyer's inspector that he accepted a part of the 

♦For other cases see same topic and KEY-NUMBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 



